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MM Docket No. 92-266

REQUEST FOR LEAVE TO FILE IN EXCESS OF PAGE LIMITATION

The City of Walker, Michigan; City of Kalamazoo, Michigan; Ada Township,

Michigan; Grand Rapids Charter Township, Michigan; and Michigan C-TEC Communities1

("Michigan Communities") hereby request leave to exceed the 25-page limitation in their

opposition and response to petitions for reconsideration in the above proceeding. Michigan

Communities believe this request is justified in light of the following:

(1) Michigan Communities are filing a single opposition and response to four

petitions for reconsideration (specifically the petitions of National Cable Television

Association, Community Antenna Television Association, Coalition of Small System

Operators, Local Governments (NATOA), and King County, Washington. If Michigan

Communities filed individual oppositions and responses, they would be entitled to submit

a total of 100 pages. The instant filing is substantially less than that, being approxi~at7ly i 'J

27 pages plus 16 pages of attachments. No. of Copies r8C'd~(/__t--IL__
UstABCDE

1 The Communities are Allendale Township, City of Belding, City of Cadillac, City of
Cedar Springs, City of Coldwater, City of Coopersville, City of Gladwin, City of Grayling,
City of Ionia, City of Lake City, City of Manistee, City of McBain, City of Otsego, City of
Plainwell, City of Reed City, City of Wayland, City of West Branch, Grand Haven Charter
Township, Holland Township, Huron Charter Township, Leighton Township, Park
Township, Pentwater Township, Richmond Township, Robinson Township, Springs Lake
Township, Sturgis Township, Tallmadge Township, Village of Howard City, Village of
Nashville, Village of Sparta, Village of Spring Lake, Whitewater Township, Yankee Springs
Township, and Zeeland Township.



(2) This petition is submitted on behalf of 39 parties, anyone of whom would be

entitled to file a response individually. This joint filing substantially reduces the total

amount of filings which this Commission must consider.

(3) The petition presents unique information from the perspective of small

communities served by small cable operators. Michigan Communities are not aware of any

other petitioners in this proceeding representing the interests of small communities.

(4) Michigan Communities present unique information on how cable operators

are presenting this Commission's May 3 Report and Order to communities. In this regard,

it shows how some cable operators are deliberately providing incorrect and misleading

information as to this Commission's rules which will contravene the purpose of the 1992

Cable Act and the May 3 Report and Order. This Commission, like all agencies, should

be receptive to information indicating how its rules, regulations or processes may be abused

or its acts and rules evaded.

For these reasons, Michigan Communities by its attorneys respectfully request that

the Commission grant its request for leave to file in excess of the page limitation to the

extent necessary to accommodate Michigan Communities Opposition and Response to

Petitions for Reconsideration as filed.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:

Attorneys for Michigan Communities
VARNUM, RIDDERING, SCHMIDT & HOWLETT
P.O. Box 352
Grand Rapids, Michigan 49501-0352
(616) 336-6000
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